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BeforeHOLLAND, BERGER andJACOBS, Justices
ORDER

This 10" day of January 2011, it appears to the Court that:

(1) The plaintiff-appellant, GTSI Corp., has petied this Court,
pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 42, to accept areapfrom the
interlocutory order of the Court of Chancery datédvember 15, 2010,
which granted the appellees’ motion to stay procwgdon the appellant’s

complaint in the Court of Chancery pending a deaidly an arbitrator.



(2) The appellant filed its application for cadé#tion to take an
interlocutory appeal in the Court of Chancery orv&lober 24, 2010. On
December 15, 2010, the Court of Chancery denied ay@ication for
certification on the ground that the requiremerds ¢ertification of an
interlocutory appeal pursuant to Rule 42 had nehbaet.

(3) Applications for interlocutory review are addsed to the
sound discretion of this Court. In the exercis@odfiscretion, the Court has
concluded that the appellant’s application for nlmeutory review fails to
meet the requirements of Supreme Court Rule 42 duedefore, must be
refused.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the interloaytappeal
is REFUSED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Carolyn Berger
Justice




